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 On order of the Court, the application for leave to appeal the April 22, 2014 
judgment of the Court of Appeals is considered, and it is GRANTED.  The parties shall 
include among the issues to be briefed:  (1) whether the Kent Circuit Court erred by 
admitting the entire recording of the defendant’s interrogation in light of People v 
Musser, 494 Mich 337 (2013), and, if so, whether admission of the evidence amounted to 
plain error; (2) whether the trial court erred in admitting Thomas Cottrell’s expert 
testimony regarding child sexual abuse accommodation syndrome under current MRE 
702, and People v Kowalski, 492 Mich 106 (2012), and, if so, whether admission of the 
testimony amounted to plain error; and (3) whether the trial court erred in denying the 
defendant’s motion for a new trial based on the newly disclosed impeachment evidence 
of the March 26, 2003 report authored by Timothy Zwart and the March 1, 2003 form 
completed by Denise Joseph-Enders in light of People v Grissom, 492 Mich 296 (2012). 
 
 The Prosecuting Attorneys Association of Michigan and the Criminal Defense 
Attorneys of Michigan are invited to file briefs amicus curiae. Other persons or groups 
interested in the determination of the issues presented in this case may move the Court 
for permission to file briefs amicus curiae. 
 
 
 


